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Abstract 
“No significant difference (P > .05) was observed between the inhibitory zone diameters of 
the different concentrations of honey when compared with the standard antibiotic 
ciprofloxacin against all the bacterial isolates” 
“The findings also revealed that ciprofloxacin has higher antimicrobial activity than the type 
of honey used in this study.” 
 
I think that the two ideas are contrary. 
Give values of inhibitory zone diameters of ciprofloxacin 
 
Introduction 
You write “Several works had been done to determine the antibacterial effects of honey on 
bacterial isolates from wound infections.” Why you do the same the study? Where is the 
difference between your study and the previously studies on the antibacterial activity of 
honey? More, what is the problem that your study want resolve. What the aim of your 
study? I think that the introduction must be rewrite. Give a new orientation to this study. 
 
Materials and Methods 
The software SPSS was most used for survey study. In your case the statistica software is 
most appropriate. 
 
Results and Discussion 
Minimum Inhibitory Concentration   
You have tested 5%, 10%, 20%, 50%, 100% concentration, why you found 6.25% for S. 
aureus and 25% for E. coli ? 
 

Thank you for the observation. The two statement are contrary indeed, but we 
have reconciled them now 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
It was done as suggested, thank you 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Corrected, because when we checked our data we saw it was a mistake 
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